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3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 27-28, 32-33 and 74-76 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 27, line 12, there is no clear antecedent basis for "the detected 
characteristics". 

In claim 32, line 7, there is no clear antecedent basis for "the object information". 
In claims 74, 7 and 76, lines 6, 7 and 6 respectively, there is no clear antecedent 
basis for "the two touches". Corrections and/or clarification is required. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to v^^ich said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claim 57 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Levine 
et al(5,060,135) in view of Ohuchi(4,903,012). 

Levine et al discloses a simulating manipulation of an object utilizing 
a display image comprising: sensing touching contact relative to the 
displayed image of the object, the touching contact simulating a 
manipulation of the object, and outputting touch information corresponding 
to the sensed touching contact ( col.4, lines 30-40); detecting from the 
output touch information characteristics of said touching contact including 
the selecting location on the object image of the touching contact and 
changed of the touching contact and recognizing therefrom the 
corresponding object manipulation simulation (col. 5, lines 61 - col. 6, lines 
5); changing the display of the object image in accordance with the 
recognized, simulated manipulation of the object (col. 3, lines 32-41), 



Application/Control Number: 09/149,216 
Art Unit: 2629 



Page 3 



storage memory (col.26, lines 11-16), Levine et al also disclose tliat the 
object image is in a state of distortion/or restoration (col. 3, lines 32-41 , as 
recited in claims 23,24,39 and 42). 

Levine et al states a physical memory (col.26, lines 11-16) but did 
not explicitly disclose a storage medium storing a process. The patent of 
Ohuchi clearly teaches that a storage medium storing a process displaying 
an image of the object by detecting a position of touching contact reactive 
to the object image (col.2, lines 32-34, lines 60-col.2, lines 20). Ohuchi did 
not explicitly teach storing the object's central gravity. However, one skill in 
the art would have recognized that the storage deice of Ohuchi must store 
the image object including the central gravity of the object. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one sl<illed in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to have used the storage medium of Ohuchi into 
the device of Levine et al, because this will allow the Levine's system to 
store the detected position of the image and to indicate the movement of 
the object. 



4. Claim 57 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as failing to set 
forth the subject matter which applicant(s) regard as their invention. Evidence that 
claim 57 fail(s) to correspond in scope with that which applicant(s) regard as the 
invention can be found in the reply filed 4/4/02. In that paper, applicant has stated that 
"Levine et al does not interpret the nature of touching contact and the applied 
references fail to teach touching contact which simulates manipulation of the 
object"(see page 7 of the remarks), and this statement indicates that the invention is 
different from what is defined in the claim(s) because claim 57 as it stands does not 
require any touching contact which is very similar to the prior art utilization of a 
mouse/keyboard to select an icon for input command and manipulation. 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 27-28, 32-33, 57 and 74-76 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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6. Claims 1 1-26, 29-31 , 34-48, 55-56, 71-73, 83-91 and 101-12 are allowed. 

7. Claims 58-60 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mike Fatahiyar whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7688. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:30 to 6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor,' Richard Hjerpe, can be reached on 571-272-7691. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



M. Fatahiyar 
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